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-miraculousty reproduced." This is also the opinion 
of Alex Alensis and of Bonaventure. 

Biel then proceeds lo give the theories of other school- 
men, who seek to introduce more of natural causes ; but 
with these we shall not trouble our readers. 

Durandus, another famous schoolman, in his commen- 
tary on the Book of Sentences, defends the same theory, 
and his words may also be quoted.™ 

" We see that worms are generated from the species of the 
sacrament when carelessly kept; it is necessary, therefore, 
that by Divine power, some matter, whatsoever it be, should be 
introduced, because what is generated cannot be the existing 
form, but is compounded of matter ami form. The same opi- 
nion must be bald as to the question whether the sacramental 
speoies can give nutriment ; because, since nutrition consists 
in this, that the matter of the thins? nourishing is under the 
form of the nourished, and since there is no matter under 
the sacramental species, therefore, it is necessary that matter 
should be created anew, under those species, by Divine power 
in order that ttiere be nutrition." 

These citations are sufficient to give a specimen of the 
Speculations to which the doctrine of transubstantiation leads 
its advocates. Oar readers will observe that it requires us 
-to believe, without any authority either from the Holy Scrip- 
tures, or from our senses, or from reason, that ten miracles 
are immediately wrought— miracles, too, of a most strange 
and unaccountable character — on the priest pronouncing the 
fire words of consecration, " Hoc enim est corpus meum." 
It requires also two other miracles (the withdrawing of 
the body of Christ, and the restoration of the substance of 
the elements or some other newly created substance) when- 
ever the process of digestion, or corruption, or any other 
kind of destruction, takes place in the sacramental elements. 

When we say that for this great series of marvels we 
tare neither the authority of Scripture, nor of sense, nor of 
reason, we do not mean to assert that reason or sense is a 
judge in such a matter, provided we had any testimony of 
revelation on which faith could rest ; but having, as is ad- 
mitted, no such testimony for any such miracles as are 
•Opposed to follow on the words of consecration, and these 
miracles being from their very nature beyond the cogni- 
sance of sense, it is not unfair to ask what purpose so vast 
a machinery of miracle is supposed to serve. We do not 
see in the acknowledged miraculous dealings of God with 
man that He was ever wont to break through the ordinary 
laws of nature without an end and without an object ; and, 
therefore, it cannot be unreasonable to inquire what end 
is served by all this expenditure of miracle which the doc- 
trine of transubstantiation requires. That it is not intended 
for the conviction of unbelievers is manifest from this, that 
the miracles it involves are not addressed to thesight or sense, 
but altogether to faith, and, therefore, it is to be supposed 
that if these invisible miracles be wrought at all, they are 
wrought for the benefit andspirituaisustenanceofthefaithful. 
But if so, where lies the great benefit of transubstan- 
tiation, and all the subtleties of metaphysics to which it ' 
leads, over and above the true and ancient doctrine of our | 
lord's Beal Presence with us in the Holy Communion ? If | 
He be indeed present with us as we believe; if He give us | 
▼erily and indeed His flesh to eat and His blood to drink 
in that Holy Sacrament, wherefore should we ask for mot e? 
■ay, what more, after all, can we have? what more have 
they, or rather what more do they suppose themselves to 
have, who believe in the existence of ail this mighty series 
of secret and invisible miracles ? and if not, if our doctrine 
Of the Real Presence gives to the apprehension of our 
frith all that the doctrine ot transubstantiation pretends to 
give ; if, after all, we believe that we eat Christ's Flesh and 
drink His Blood, (content to believe so. on His most sacred 
Word alone, without seeking to discoverhow or in what way 
ao great amystery isetTected) what more does Transubstan- 
tiation give us ? for if the mighty series of miracles supposed 
in this doctrine were even true, they could give to us no more 
than that which the true Catholic faith has given us already, 
namely, that the Body and Blood of Christ are verily and in- 
deed taken and received by the faithful in the Lord's supper. 
In the absence, therefore, of any better reason for believ- 
ing in these miracles than themerespeculationsof the school- 
men(for this, after all, is theonly reason on which they rest), 
and seeing,aswedo,thattheyarealtogethersuperfluous and 
unnecessary, giving to the faith of the Church nothing which 
we do not already possess in the Catholic doctrine <>f the 
Beal Presence of our Saviour's most blessed Body and Blood, 
we may well be excused for doubting whether a belief in 
the existence of all these marvels be necessary to salvation 
sad an article of faith. We may s rongthen ourselves in 
the assurance that we cannot be wrong in protesting asainst 
the authority of that corrupt communion that would thus 
add to the articles of the creed a grievous yoke, which 
neither we nor our fathers were able to bear. If there 
be a schism in the Church in consequence, the guilt of it 
must rest with those who seek to force upon the brethren 
sach unheard of novelties, and if they repent not at our 
faithful and affectionate remonstrance, we can have no 
answer left with which to reply to their importunities but 
fhe sacred warning of the Apostle : " if we, or an angel 
zrom heaven, preach to you any other gospel than that 
Which we have preached unto you, let him he anrnr-ed." 



^orrcsgaiiuentt. 



■ " Videmo* enim ex speciebna >acr ineuu uiuaute cuiu»ui va.,» >ci- 
-sm*s genersrf : orKirtet ergo quod virtute divfna adveniat materia 
qaalitercunq'ie hoc sit, quia iteaitum n<>n est forma aubsuten*. sed est 
asapoMtnm ex m&'enaes forma. Idem vi.lttwr esse semiendum an 
speoies aacraraenulea pos-mt natrire. quia cura nntritio flat per hoc 
aaod materia altll tit sun forma nutntl et sab speciebus aaeramenta- 
ttbus nulla est materia, sed aportet quod de novo flatibi materia virtute 
Dtrina ad hoc, ut ait nntritio.'— Lib. 4, dial. 12, q. J, n. 10. 



THE HOLY FATHERS ACKNOWLEDGED THE 
POPE'S SUPBBMACV. 

TO THE EDITOR 0? THE CATHOLIC lAVMAIC 
(Continued from page IrO } 

XXVI. St. Basil, who was Bishop of Caesarea, in Cap- 
padjcea anno 370, says : " Peter has heard that he is a 
rook, being told so by Christ. For though he also was a 
rock, yet he was not such a rock as Christ. He was such 
a rock as Peter. For Christ is a rock inleed im- 
moveable, and Peter only from him'' (Horn. 28, torn i. 
p. 531). 

XXVII. And writing to Popa Dainasu9, concerning the 
troubles of the Eastern Churches : " Bereft," says he, 
'■ of all hope, we have come to the determination of 
imploring you, that you wou'd be moved to assist us — 
that you would send some persons who are of your own 
and of our mind, who might point out to you who the movers 
of these dissensions are ; so that it may be clear to you with 
whom you ought to hold communion. In this we require 
nothing new, nothing but what has been usual towards 
other God-beloved men of old, and especially towards you. 
For we remember that Dionysiug, that most saintly 
bishop, who was eminent among you for righteousness 
used to visit our Church, and console us by his letters." 
And again, to the same Pope, he says, " Eustatius of 
Sebaste (in Syria), having been deposed, went, as a way 
of being restored, unto you. And what tho most holy 
Bishop Liberius said to him we know not, except that 
he brought back a letter which restored him, which, when 
the council of Thyana (in Asia Minor) saw, he recovered 
his see. Since, then, from you hath arisen his power to 
harm the churches, and he hath used the favour given 
him by you to the perversion of many, from you must 
come also the correction, and must be intimated, by writ, 
to the Churches, why he was received." (Tom. iii., p. 
687, ed. 1839). 

XXVIII. St. Jerome, who wrote about this time, in his 
reply to the question (started by the ancient innovator, 
,f ovinian), viz., " In another place* the Church is said to 
be built on all the Apostles, and they all received the keys," 
gives this decisive answer : — '• But for this reason one is 
chosen out of the twelve, that a head being Constituted, 
there might be no occasion of schism." Which ought to 
silence modern innovators also, when they dare to question 
the nature and degrer of St. Peter's supremacy. 

XXIX. Writing from the Syrian desert to Pope 
Damasus, he says, " I speak to the fisherman's successor, 
owning Christ to be chief. I am joined in communion 
with your holiness, that is. with the chair of Peter. On 
that rock I know the Church is built. Whoever eats the 
lamb out of this house is profane. If any one be not in 
the ark, he will perish. Whosoever gathers not with you, 
scatters ; that is, he that is n >t Christ's is Antichrist's. b 
Thus St. Jerome. And aga'tu : "As secretary to 
Damasus," says he. "I used to answer the Synodic 
consultations from the east and west.'' 

XXX. And St. Ambrose, who was Bishop of Milan, 
anno 374:—" By ordinance, and by the custom of anti- 
quity, they (the Bishops of Alexandria) are known to 
have appealed to the judgment of the Roman See, as did 
Athanasius of Inly memory, and later still, Peter, Pa- 
triarch of Alexau ier, and most of the orientals. " d To 
which I add the testimony (though it be 20 years later) 
of the African Bishop, St. Augustin : "An orient .1 
Catholic," says he, " never wrote to the Bishop of Car- 
thage, without writing to the Roman Bishop (Romano 
proatermisso).' '* 

XXXI. St Ambrose and the Council of Aquileia, to 
the Emperor Gratian : " Let not the Roman Church, 
which is the head of the whole Roman world, and the 
most holy faith apostolic, be molested ; for from that 
Church flows, into all nations the ordinance of the most 
revered communion."' 

XXXII. " As the wholeworld belongs to God,'' says 
St. Ambrose, or a contemporary, "yet is His house 
called the Church, which this day Damasus rules." (In 
Epist. ad. Timoth. apud St. Ambros). 

XXXIII. And to Pope Syricius, St. Ambrose writes, 
" To ouLord, the well beloved Pope Syricius. In the 
letter of thy Holiness we see the watchfulness of the good 
shep herd, who keepest the door entrusted to you, and, 
with holy anxiety, keepest tlie sheep fnld of Christ. Worthy 
art thou whom the sheep of tho Lord hear and follow." 
He ends thus : " So shalt thou know that Jovinian, 
Auxentius, Januarius, &c, whom thy Holiness hath con- 
demned, are, according to your judgment, condemned here 
also."' 

He thus advises Theophilus : " You should, most 
assuredly, refer to the prelate of the Roman see, for we 
hope your decision will please him." (Ep. lvi. n. 7). 

XXXIV. St. Chrytostom, Patriarch of Constantino- 
ple, anno 397, being persecute 1 by the Empress Eudoxia, 
has recourse to Pope Innocent I. though Constantinople, 
and not Rome, was then the seat of empire : " Display," 
says he, " I beseech you, that vigour and zeal which be- 
comes you, so as to check the great wickedness that assails 



' Eph. ii. 10. » Epls. ST. 

a Tom. il. col. 816. Ed. Ben 1690. 
■ Tom. ii. p. 70S. Ed. Hen. 1836. 
( Tom. 2, epist. si. 
' Tom. 2, epist. xlii , p. 965. 
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the Churches. Vouchsafe thnt the evil deeds of this fit* 
tion may haoe no force, and that the guilty be subjected I* 
Me laws of the Church, and allow us to enjoy, as once w* 
did. your frequent letters, your love," &c. torn, iii. ep. 
1, p. 620. 

XXXV. St. Augustin, Bishop of Hippo, in Africa, 
anno 393, to tho Maniche ins, who were vainly trying to 
draw him from the Church : " I am held to the Cstholio 
Church," says he, " by a succession of bishops descending 
from the See of Peter, to whom Chris , after His resur. 
rection, committed his flock, do'nn to the present pastors 
Lastly, t'ie very name of Catholic holds me, of which 
this Church alone hath so kept possession, that though 
all heretics wish to be called Catholic, yet if a stranger 
ask them where Catholics meet, none of the heretics 
dare point out his own conventicle.' h 

Could St. Augustin have foreseen that this would bo 
acted over again, after the lapse of fourteen hundred, 
and sixty years ? 

XXXVI. To the schismatic Donatists, who htd the 
Creed, and all the Sacraments, he says : " Come, if you 
wish 1 1 be engrafted in the vine : we grieve to see you 
lying th'ts cut off. Count the bishops even from the very 
See of Peter ; and see the whole suectssion in that line 
of Fathers: that is, the Rock which the proud gates of 
hell shall never overcome. ' 

So much for what this :,aint thought of barren creed* 
and sacraments, when severed from the life-imparting 
root— from the see of Peter, the womb of Catholic unity, 
as it bad, long before, been termed by St. Cypriau. And 
again siiys St. Augustin, 

XXXVII. " Shall we hesitate to hide ourselves in that 
Church, which, by the confession of all mankind, hath 
obtatned supreme authority from the Apostolic see, by the 
succession of Bishops, while heretics ravo in vain around 
her !'' (De util. cred., 17). Again : 

XXXVII I. " He heeded not the legions of his enemies, 
while he saw himself in the communion of the Church of 
Rome, in which the supremacy of the Apostolic chair hath 
always rtigned — whence Africa obtained the Gospel— 
where he would be prepared to plead his cause, should his) 
enemies d ire to tamper with the faith of his Churches.! 

XXXIX. "I wish to examine," says he, "in a 
Council here whether those persons ought to be cast out 
of the Church and, if necessary, write to the Apostolic 
see, that it may be confirmed by authority what course wet 
are to take in these cases." k 

XL. Pelagius, the arch-heretic of Britain, anno 
414, in his profession of faith to Pope Innocent: "This) 
is the faith, most holy Pope, which we have learned in 
the Catholic Church ; and in which, if we err, we would 
fain be corrected by you, who hold both the faith and TRB 
cuair of Peter. But if this our confession is approved 
b'i your Apostleship, then whoever stigmatizes me, provet 
himself — even no Catholic — but certainly not me a he- 
retic.'' 1 

XLI. St. Augustin and the Numidian Bishops, anno 
416, to Pope Innocent, ou the occasion of the Pelagian 
heresy : " We would it were deciled by you whether our 
little stream, however small, flows from the same head 
of rivers whence comes your own abundance."" And, 

XLII. St. Augustin and the Council of Milevia. to tho 
same Pope: "Since the Lord hath placed you in the 
Apostolic see, toe would be justly blameuble did we omit to 
name to your holiness, &c. We beseech you that you would 
deiqn to apply your pastoral care against the dangers — For 
a liew and baneful heresy is on the wing. But we know, 
our Lord guiding you in your counsels, that they wilt 
more easily yield to the authority of your holiness, which it 
clearly derived from Scripture."" 

XLIII. To whom the Pope replies: "Following the 
example of ancient tradition and ecclesiastical rule, you 
have, before pronouncing sentence, appealed to us, 
knowing what is due to the Apostolic see ; since front 
the Apostle himself the very Episcopate, and all the 
authority of this rank hath sprung. Following whom, we 
know whom to condemn and to approve. Also keeping 
to the custom of the Fathers, ye trample not on their 
ru es, which they, according to no human, but a divine, 
sentence have decreed ; viz., that whatever was being car- 
ried on, though in the remotest provinces, should not be 
settled before it was brought to the knowledge of this see ; 
by whose authority the sentence should be confirmed, and 
that hence all other Churches might learn what they 
should order, whom they should absolve, and whom the 
pure stream should shun."" " Hence do ye zealously 
consult the apostolic dignity (on which hangs the careof 
all Churches) as to the judgment to be passed in doubt- 
ful matters, following herein the ancient rule, which voa 
know, even as I do, hath always been observed throughout 
the whole world— answers being ever issuing from the 
apostolic origin to inquirers. Above all when the faith is 
in discussion, all our fellow-bishops can only refer to Peter, 
that is, to the origin of their name and dignity, just as you 
have now referred, for the common good of all the 



J, Lib. cont. ep. Fuodament. c. i. 

> In Don it. torn ix. 

J Tom. 2, col. 136, ep. 43, Olorio. 

t Isid col. 1354, ep. ad Classic 

i Torn. x. App. 91. 

■ Tom. 2, ep 177. 

» Tom. 2, p. 928 

Co-Stanu Ep. Rom. Pont p. 863. 
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Churches in the world. For innovators must b? on their 
guard when tbey see that by a doubte synod they have 
been excommunicated by our sentence.' * 

(To be continued.) 

[XXVI. The carelessness with whichDr. Geraghty gives 
bis references is extremely vexations to those who are in 
the habit, as we are, of verifying quotations. There is 
no such passage as the one referred to in the Benedictine 
edition of St. Basil, torn, f., p. 531, nor in any other to 
which we have access. ■' Indeed, after spending some 
hours in di igently searching St. Basil's works, we are 
nearly certain that no such passage is to be found in them ; 
though, if they Were, it makes nothing for the supremacy 
of St. Peter, much less of the Bishop of Rome. 

XXVI I. We think that 6uch of our readers as may take 
the trouble' to read the article on St. Basil with which 
our present number commences, will be satisfied that Dr. 
Geraghty has been eingularly unhappy in his choice of 
■witnesses in bringing forward St. Basil as in favour of 
the Papal supremacy. It proves, indeed, to us most satis- 
factorily that Dr. G. is not a man who studies the 
Fathers, but one who merely transcribes parages from 
Second-rate controversialists of his own party, without 
regard to either candour or accurate scholarship. The 
first epistle here quoted by Dr. G., without any reference, 
is, we believe, one which is given by the Benedictine edi- 
tors, vol. id., p. 233, not as address, d to Pope Damasus 
(though proba'dy it was so), but wi'hout any inscription 
(sine inscriptione). It is Epistle No. 70 We do not 
•wonder that our correspondent omitted the reference, as 
he has also omitted some very material clauses in the 
passage itself. St. Basil in this epistle begs the person 
or persons to whom he wrote " co give them assistance, 
by sending some of our own mind, who might either re- 
concile the disputants, and bring bach to brotherly love the 
Churrlies of God, or at least mUtht more clearly point out 
to you the authors of the disturbance, so that henceforth 
it may be clear to you with whom you ought to hold com- 
munion, &?.'"* Dr. G. omits tli-.r words which we have 
marked in italics, in order, we suppose, to give some 
semblance of force to the passag-, which it is wholly des- 
titute of when given in full. 

Th- second letter cited by Dr. G. is not addressed to 
Damasus, who is not once named in it, but, like several 
others which we have referred to in our article (supra, p. 
121), to the Western Bishops generally (rote Svtikoiq. 
occidentalibns), and complains that Liberius, the former 
Bishop of Koine (who had lapsed into Arianism, as we 
have before seen), had done thein a grievous barm by ad- 
mitting to communion Busiatius of Subasie (a notorious 
herelii), and sending letters in which his faith was com- 
mended, by means of which he had been restored by the 
Council of Thyana. Dupin, in his learned work on the 
ancient discipline of the Church (p. 1C3), shows clearly 
thjt ih s had nothing to do with the right of appeal. We 
give 'he passage in full in the note.' 

XXV11I. XXIX. We have gone so fully already into 
the vi. w* < f St. Jerome, that we must beg our readers to 
refer back to our article on tbat subject in our number for 
Marc't Inst i p. 2G, 27). 

XXX. This, Ike many other of Dr. G.'s quotations, 
is garbled and inaccurate. St. Ambrose does not say that 
the Bishop cf Alexandria appealed to the judgment of ihe 
Roman Sec. What he sa>s is, that they had recourse to 
the judgment of the Church of Rome, and of Italy, and 
of the whole west." We have already seen' that the 
Roman diocese was distinct from the Ita'ick diocese, of 
which Milan was the metropolis, as Rome was of the 
Roman ; and Ambrose,whowas Bishop ol Milan at the time, 
anil the other Bishops who joined him in this letter ad- 
dressed to i he Emperor Theodosius" (against whom, it will 
be r> collected, this very Ambrose bo dly closed the doors 

~~tv.\iM, in. 

t " E ■ devenlrr.us, nt vos per litteras otseeremns, ut ad opem nobis 
ferendaro txciteinini, et ex. hisqui idem he nos set.tiilit mtttatis a'i- 
quo-», out wet ilissidentet conclient. vel l>ei Kcclesias wl amieitiam re- 
ducarit. vel .saliein p«rturbad.:niij auenues vnbis clariin, unliceut; ita 
ut Oeiu eps vnbis manifestum s't, quibutcum communionem deceat 
habere" — F.pis 70, torn, ill , p 234. 

r " Prlmo, Eustathitis non venii inOccituiotem ad Liberinni ut res- 
tituen-tur, quippi qui depeslrus non fuerat a legitimls judic bus, sed 
a Syimdo ('on.tatitiitop>>litaea annt 350, quo} erat Acaciaiiorum. 
Secunrio, nti&su. est a-i Lihcrtum non ut Riie.t t de sua r, > ti utione, 
ted tnquam Lepatus Syuodi Lampsacnse, ut L-iberium ad com-uu- 
llloneni Episco^orum qui Semiariatii dicuntur amplectendam addu- 
Cerel : »c pmptere i : nspectus erat Liberie nee ab eo susrei.tas est in 
commuulone-- , nisi post quam Nica-nam fidem pr fesstts est. Terti", 
Hon em restirutus sedi sua;, sed d.'tre sunt littein a Liherlo in quibus 
ejus rtdia cumiiieorfabKtur. Q'mrto, reeersn. isras litteras fvanenji 
Synodoextitbuit ; cumque inde t-ognov sBent Episcnpi Cathnlici illu'n 
recte si-nt'ire, judicamiit euro esse restituendutn. CJ-nd antem ex his 
Bive ad aonelltiionnm jus Koiriann I'on idci vindica-idntn. aivi- ad a-- 
seren-tnin Episcoporum ad eu'n soluui pertim re inf, rri pos*it, ego 
pror-us n n video." — Dupln de Amiqua. Ecc. Disc. diss, it, caput li., 
sec ?, v- "S3 

•"Ad Ecclcslre I'omanrc, Italirc et totius Occident!* judicium." 
* See article ou the Chui cli ot Iialj, Catholic Layman, vol. vi., 
p. 112. 

u This happened about the year .190. In a tumult which happened 
111 tbat year in Thessalonici, a general of Theodosius and some other 
officers wete kitted. Ttteudoslus, irritated by this auda?ions outrage, 
.Ordered a general m as-acre of the Xhes«al 'nlana, which was exe- 
cuter ml h horrible tiaelity. At least 7,00<* persons (V II in one pro- 
miscuous carnage. Ambrose, on hearing ot this dreadful act, wrote to 
the Emperor a letter of severe reproof and admonition ; and when 
Theodosius. in the aneoi^h of self-reproach, was coin? to the great 
Church of Milati, where he r^sid. d, to perform his devoi ions, Ambrose 
met t> m at the ion h, and boldly lorbade him to enter. The Kmpe- 
ror pleaded that Intvid haa be n guilty of both murder and adultery. 
Ambrose replied, "You have imitated David in his crime ; imitate 
him also ia bis repentance." 



of his church), were complaining that the Eastern 
Bishops had taken on them to decide certain matters 

without consulting the Western Bishops ; and to give force 
to their complaint, they refer to the examples of other 
Eastern. Bishop9 who had, in former times, sought their 
concurrence. To prevent the possibility, however, of their 
claim to be c»n>,nUed being misunderstood, tbey go on 
distinctly to repudiate the idea that they claimed any su- 
periority or peculiar prerogative. "They (the Eastern 
Bishops) ought certainly to have watted for onr opinion 
upon the matter. Tf'e do not claim a prerogative of exa- 
mining ; but yet there ought to be the conmrrence of a com- 
mon decision.'"' This epistle is, therefore, not only not a 
testimony in favour of the supremacy of Rome, but a dis- 
tinct repudiation of it ; and that, be it observed, not by a 
Bishop of Alexandria or Ca>sarea, who might have been 
hostile to Rome, but by the Bishop of an adjoining diocese, 
in the closest intimacy with the Church at Rtme, ami 
himself an eminent Father of the Church, and recognized 
as a Saint by the modern Church of Rome. It seems 
scarcely necessary to notice the passage cited from St. 
Augustine in this paragraph, as it obviously proves no; hing 
to the purpose, even if trtte. w 

XXXI. This passaze is inaccurately translated. The 
Bishops at the Council of Aquileia (at which St. Am- 
brose, not the Bishop of Rome, presided) were writing to 
the Emperors Gratian, Valentinian, and Theodosius. to 
put an end to the disgraceful dissensions then prevailing 
in the city of Rome between Damasus and his riva 1 , Ur- 
sicinus (sometimes called Ursinus). and beseeching them 
(the Emperors) that they would no longer allow Ursi- 
cinus to disturb the Roman See and the holy faith of the 
Apostles. They call the Roman Church, indeed, '• the 
head of the whole Roman world,'' as, doubtless, it was, 
bavins an acknowledged precedency over all others ; but 
they do not say that from that Church flowed the ordi- 
nance (jura, laws) of the revered communion. The word 
which Dr. G. takes the liberty of so translating is •' inde." 
the immediate precedent to which is not in the original 
" Ecclesiam Koinanam" (which words are farremoveil from 
it by other clauses), but "dementia vestra," the im- 
perial clemency or favour, from which all laws emanate 
(more literally, from which the laws of our revered com- 
munion flow forth to all). The sentence is not a very 
clear one at best, and, as might be expected in address- 
ing Emperors on such a subject, rather rhetorical and 
complimentary than accurate or logical, which would 
have been quite unnecesary for the matter in hand. We 
give the passage, as is our custom, ueroatim in the mte. 1 
XXXII. This commentary on St. Paul's first cpistleto 
Timothy is not only not a genuine work of St. Ambrose's, 
and, therefore, placed by the Benedictine editors in the 
appendix among the suppositious works; but, if Dr. G. 
had taken the trouble of reading the Benedictine preface 
to it, page 21, he would have seen that they throw out 
I more than a suspicion that the very words quoted by 
Dr. G. are interpolated, and are neither necessary to the 
sense, nor like what any writer contemporary with St. 
Ambrose would have used y Dr. Geraghty was hard 



when St. Chrysostom was denied justice in the East, 
and by the Emperor Honorius, he naturally, in his 
banishment, sought for aid and sympathy in the West. 
Dupin has dealt with this subject in his usual masterly 
manner, in his Treatise on the Ancient Discipline of the 
Church, Diss, ii., eh. ii., s. 2, p. 160-171, to which we 
would refer our more learned readers. Dupin further, 
in his Eccl. Hist., vol. i., p. 31G, gives the true substance 
of this letter, as follows — "The first of St. Chrysostoin'a 
letters, all of which were written during his banishment, 
is to Innocent, Bishop of Rome, Venerius, Bishop of 
Milan, and Chromatius, Bishop of Aquileia, in which, 
having described the attempts of Theophi us, the injuries 
which he received from him, the injustice and violence 
exercised towards him, and the disturbance in the 
Churches in the East, upon his account, very eloquently,, 
he entreats them to write to the Ea t to tell them that 
what was done against him was to be looked on as of no 
force ; as being done against the laws in his" absence by 
his enemies, and to the prejudice of those proffers which 
he had made to appear before lawful judges ; and, con- 
sequently, that such as acted so uncanonically wete to 
be punished according to the severity of ecclesiastical 
laws ; declaring that he was ready to justify his inno- 
cence, and to convict his accusers of imposture and 
violence before uncorrupt judges." 

XXXV. Here Dr. Geraghty, by an ingenious device 
which, probably, he, or those from whom he took the 
pa=saue, hoped would not be detected, misrepresents the 
whole tenor of St. Augustine's statement, by translating 
the word " Episcopatum" as if it had been " Episco/mm ;" 
what St. Augustine says is, "usque ad praesentem 
episenpatum successio sacerdotum." c He isnot speaking 
of any present pastor, but the whole episcopate, including 
all true Bishops throughout the world, as well as the 
Bishop of Rome. His argument against the Manichaeans 
was a cumulative one, composed of many parts, none of 
which had any peculiar or exclusive reference to Rome. 
We have elsewhere proved that he looked upon Peter 
as a personification of the universal Church, and that 
he considered all orthodox Bishops were his successors. 
Whoever po-sessed the faith of Peter possessed, in St. 
Augustine's mind, the true succession from him. Ho. 
had just before said, d " The consent of so many people 
and nations holds me ; the authority commenced in 
miracles holds me,'' &c. 

XXXVI. Here Dr. Geraghty modestly requests us to 
search through the whole of the 9th volume of St. 
Au-ttstine — a volume consisting of no less than 682 folio 
pages— for the whole volume is occupied with, works of 
St. Augustine against the Donatists— which we respect- 
fully decline to do. We have searched the Benedictine 
ImlCN'es and can find no such passage. 

XXXVII. Here, again, St. Augustine is speaking of 
the Citholic Church in general, not the See of Rome. 
But Dr. G. takes the liberty of transposing St. Augus- 
tine's words so as to make Augustine say that the 
supreme authority was obtained from the Apostolic See 
(which he wishes to imply was Rome). ' Pir,J : " """ *" ! ""* 



This is not what 



pressed to get any semblance of evidence from the works I St. Augustine really says. His exact words are these— 
ofSt. Ambrose, when he relies on an mttrporWrf passage |" The people approve ; they listen, they adopt, finally 
in asuppoMtous work, and that of very equivocal value, ^y love - Tins is the effect of the things foretold by 
to support it. The words which Dr. G. translates ruler the Prophets, by the inspiration of God of the humamty 
are, it « ill be observed, merely "rector est" (is rector).' land doctrine of Christ ; of the journeyings " '» 
XXX i II. Dr G. omits some important words here 



The epistle is addressed, To our well- beloved brother and 
lord, Pope Syricius ; jnst as one Archbishop in the present 
day night address another. He repeatedly speaks of him 



doctrine of Christ ; of the journeyiDgs of the 
Apostles ; the mocking3 and crosses, the blood and 
death of the Martyrs. When, then, we see such help 
from God, and so much profit and so many fruits, shall 
we hesitate to hide ourselves in the bosom of that Church 



u.», in i-iii n r ""c5o uiiuuici. uc icuciiicuir Biiviir** wi jinn -~ , , ,„,» 

as brother, both in this epistle and also in the 5Cth, also (<"•<•, obviously, the Church of Apostles, Prophets and 



referred to in this paragraph ; but without the addition of 
either Pope or Bishop, but simply "our brother, the priest 
of the Roman Church (fratrcm nostrum Romanic sacerdo- 
tetn Eerlesia?)." 

XXXIV. Any of our readers who have read onr 
article on St Chrysostom, in March, 1857.* will be at 
no loss to understand why be did not aopeal to Corisfon- 
tinople, though it was then, doubtless, the seat o 1 ' empire. 



Martyrs, not merely the Church of Rome), which, by 
the confession of all mankind from the seat of the 
Apostles (meaning, obviously, the time of the Apostles), 
has obtainetl the highest authority by the succession of 
Bishops, while heretics in vain are raving around her — 
heretics who are condemned partly by the judgment of 
j the people themselves, partly by the weight of councils, 
j and partly even by the majestic influence of miracles."' 
If St. Augustine meant that all mankind acknowledged 



What he did was, to app al from a pirtial and unjust ■ *■■ w - ---» ■-, — ■;; — ; :; , , e ,,n ,->,;_ 

Synod to a free and general Council. Nor is it true that ! ^ supremacy of the See of Rome what need of a I this 
he wrote to Inn.cent, Bishop of Rome, atone in the ' accumulation i of words ? and why not ha™ put bis 
language referred to ; for he also addressed Venerius, . meaning m short and plain language, such as vr. tor. 
-■ '■ - ... >„. ~. . . . •' i would now have us believe he used. 

XXXVIII. He is here speaking of the Bishop of Car- 
thage, who was support»d by the communion not merely 
of the Church of Rome, but of the other Churches (et 
ceteris terris). Dr. Geraghty not only omits all reference 
to these latter words, but takes on himself to translate the 
word principatus "supremacy," which it docs not at all 



Bi>h >p of Milan, and Chromatius, Bishop of Aquil. 
in the same words. b These three Bishoprics were then 
the great dioceses of Italy, and completely independent 
of one another, as we have proved at large in our article 
on the ancient Church of Italy (vol. vi , p. 112). And 



T " Pi restnliiri tuique et'ain nnstram super eosontent'am debu^rnnt. 
Non p:rer<>uativam vindicamus examines, .sed consortium tamen dehuit 
esse co'iimunia arbitrii." — Ambrose Oper., Ben. EJ., torn. i!„ p. Sid, 
Kp. 13, sec 4 

w We aonder whether St. Augustine ever saw Firmilian's cele- 
brated letter to St. Cyprian ? 

* " Quid eti^m si deforet ? tumen totlus orbis Rnmaot caput 
Uomaiiiim Eccl 'siam, fltque illani sacrosinctam Apnstnloruin rtdeat, 
ne turb.irt j-iiierer, obst-candt fnit clementi.i vtt-trn: lode eninl in 
olnnes venerandse cotnmunionia jura dim nant. Et ideo pclimun et 
rojramus ut obr.pendi'ei auiinere dignemini f^cultatem."— Id. Epiat. 
x\, 8'C 4, p. Sit. 

1 " Qaod ait de Ei'c'esia ' cuius hodie rector est Dtmasus* out infer- 
p latori tribui d--bet, et sane illorum temporum usum non sapi', neque 
aensui neiessarium e-t," 

1 " Scribo t.bt, nt scias qnotno^o Eccles : am ordines, qnre est domus 
Dei; ut cum torus innndua Dei esc, Ecc'esia tamen dorous ejus 
riieatur, cujus hodie rector est Dannstis." — Ambrose, Appendix of 
Supi osititiims Woiks. p. '/OS, Commentaries on the 1st Timothy. 

■ See Catholic Laifmah, ml. vl., p. 29-31. 

» Vol. t Chrysostom, Oper., p. JiO.note, Ben. Ed., Paris, 1711. 



principatus 
necessarily mean ; " pre-eminence ' 
accurate and consistent with fact. 



would be much more 
He also mistranslate* 



e Contra Eolatotam Mamehrci quam s-oeum Fundament!.— Lib. i,, 
c. 4. Opera Auir , torn, viii., p l-i-j., Ben. Ed. 

d Tenet coo&ensio popuini urn atque gentium, tenet auctoritas mlrSir 
cul's int hoata.— Ibid, p. IM. 

* " Populi probant, populi anrltunt, p^puli favent, diltgunt postremo 

pnpull Hoc fact am est dlvitift provident ia per pr«v- 

phetarum valieinia, per humardtatetn d-ietrinamque Cbrisri, pes' 
Apostolorum itinera, per Martjruin coottime'ias, crUL-e3, saoguioem, 

mortes, Sc Cum iaitur tantum auxilium Del, tanttnn 

profectum fructumque eideamus, dubilabimus nos ejus KccleatsS 
condete gremio, qua; u.que ad confessionem peaeria humant ab apctv 
tolica sede per succession?* Bpiscoporum, frustra bacntlcts circaBV- 
JMr-iiKi jus, et partial plebis ipsins Jndiclo. parllm conciliorun Rr»- 
v.tate, partiin e lam roira^ulorura msjjstate damnatis, culmer* 
aucioriuiu obtlnmt."— Id. torn, viii., page C9„ Lib, de utilitate- 
ctedendl, cap. xvii., sec 85. 
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altogether tbe last clause, which dee* net refer at all to 
"fcw'Charehes (meaning, we suppose, Dr.G. would imply, 
the Pope's Churches). The proper translation is, •* that 
he was ready to plead ok cause either at Roma or in any 
of the Churches in other countries with which he was 
mined by letters of communion, if bis enemies should en- 
deavoar to alienate those ebau-cb.es from biai ("itfas eocle- 
gias," not " illius ecclesias," are the words in tbe original).' 

XXXIX. We have searched in vaia for this passage, 
and presume the reference is incorrect. We can venture, 
however, without seeing the original, to pronounce the 
translation to be aa incorrec one. It is not likely that 
the African Bishops, who bad just resisted appeals to Rome 
to (tardily, should hare asked for authority from Kume to 
jadge whom they should excommunicate in their Councils. 
We have a notable instance to tbe contrary in tbe very 
next paragraph. 

XL. Dr. Geraghty roust feel somewhat hard pressed 
for authorities in orthodox quarters when he quotes 
from the profession of faith of the " arch-heretic" 
Pelagius. That confession was addressed to Innocent I., 
by way of winning him over to his side, after he bad been 
cond mned by two Councils at Carthage, in 412 and 416, 
confirmed by the Bishops of Numidia, assembled at Mi- 
levis. Pope Innocent died before he received Pelagius's 
letter, but his successor, Zosimus (the then infallible 
judge, according to Dr. Geraghty), made no scruple of 
declaring Pelagius and his companion and colleague, 
Cselestiu*, innocent. But alas for the cause of supremacy 
and infallibility ; a year afterwards, a.d. 418 (the African 
Bishops having refused to change their judgment, and 
condemned the doctrine of Pelagius and Ctelestius anew). 
His Holiness changes his mind, for Cselestius fled from 
Rome, and the Pope wrote to the African Bishops a long 
letter, in which he condemned Cselestius's articles and 
Pelagius's writings. Zosimus was, no doubt, at first 
gulled by the flattering submissiveness of Pelagius's con- 
fession, which Dr. Geraghty would have us believe was 
the feeling of the universal Church at the time. 

Our readers will do well to read the whole history of 
Zosimus in the Ecclesiastical History of the learned and 
impartial Roman Catholic historian, Dupin, vol. i., p. 415- 
6. It was the same Zosimus who tried to foist spurious 
canons on the African Bishops, and was detected by St. 
Augustine and his colleagues in the manner we havealready 
explained more than once in our pages (see supra, p. 2, and 
p. 124-5). Pope Zosimus's infallibility as a judge of con- 
troverted doctrines appears to us to be about on a par with 
his honesty. It would be equally hard to maintain either, 
and as d fficult to accept the Supremacy on the confession 
of the arch-heretic Pelagius, who was ultimately condemned 
by no less than 24 councils in different parts of the world. 

XLI. This epistle to Innocent is addressed to our 
irother Innocent ; and after apologising for the length 
of his letter, in which he copiously upholds his own 
opinion about Pelagius, an opinion which we have seen 
(in paragraph XL.) the opposition of Pope Zosimus 
(Innocent's successor) did not change, he politely com- 
pliments Innocent on his more abundant fountain of 
knowledge (a mere rhetorical flourish), but does not use 
any words referring to, or desiring, a decision on the 
matter. On the contrary, it ends thus : — " We wish 
what we have said may be approved of by you, and that 
we may be comforted by your letters, thuwing that we 
partake in common of the same grace.' * 

XLII. The letter from which this extract is given re- 
lates also to the heresy of Pelagius, «hich St. Augustine 
and his colleagues copiously cite the Holy Scriptures to 
refute. What they wanted Innocent to do was to assist 
them in confuting Pelagius. and condemning his errors 
by Scripture authority. That St. AuguBtine did not 
mean to recognise any peculiar authority in the Bishops 
of Rome to declare what was heretical or what 
not is plain from the sequel, viz , that when Innocent's 
successor, Zosimus, declared in favour of Pelagius, none 
of the African Bishops would yield to his authority, but 
remained cf their original opinion, and persevered in 
their juiginent, condemning Pelagius and his colleague 
Cselestius anew. We give the passage, which is at best 
an ambiguous one, in the note." 

XLI1I. We now come to Pope Innocent himself, and 
as we have shown that the testimony of such disinterested 
witnesses as St. Basil, St. Jerome, St. Ambrose, St. 
Chrysostom, and St. Augustine wholly fails to prove the 
supremacy of Rome, we shall certainly not accept that 
doctrine on the in terested testimony of Pope Innocent. 

£ f u Carthago civiua «mpla etiliu^tris . • . etiam transmariois 
vicina regionibns et fama celeberrima nobilis : unde Don mediocris 
utique aucto.iiatis habebat episcopum, qui poset non curare con- 
sptrantem multitudinem initnicorum. cum se videret et Romance 
Bcclesias, in qua Bemper aposloiicK! cathedrae viguit principatus et 
ceteris terris. uude Evangelium ad ipaam African! veoir, per coramunt. 
catorias Htteras ease conjunctnm, ubi paratas esset causam imam 
dicjete, si adversaiil ejus ab eo il as ecclesias alienare conaremur." — 
Ton. il, p 91, 9. 7, Kpis. ad Gtorium et Eleusium, &c. 

' '* Dabit «ane nobis venfam snavitas mitiasima cordis tui, quod 
prolixiorem epistoUm fortastis quam relies tuae misimus sanctitati. 
Nou eoim rivulum nostrum tuo largo fontl augeote ret'undimup, sed 
. . utrnm etiam nosterliceiexigUQsexeodem,qaneiiam tnusabun- 
(ktns, emanet capite fluentorum, hoc a te probari volumus, tuisque 
rescriptis de etimmuni participations unlus gratia; eonaoJarf."— Epis. 
Ad Innocent, 177, torn, ii , p. 02$. 

• "Sed arbitraaiur adjuvanie niisericordia Domini Dei nostri qui 
te et regere eonsulentem, et orantt-m exau.ire dianetur, auctoritatc 
Sanctitatis tus3, de aanctarnm Scrlptu.arum aoctoritats depromplae 
facilius eoj qui tam perversa et pernlciosa aentiunt, esse erasures."-^ 
Tom. ii., p. 622, Ben. Ed. 



PETERS INHERITANCE AND PETER'S CHAIR. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TBE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sin, — Your correspondent " C. J. M." has given a 
very clever vindication of the quotation given by Dr. 
Geraghty, " tbey have not Peter's inheritance who have 
not Peter's chair." But " C. J. M." treats the passage 
as correctly quoted without any question. That Dr. 
Geraghty should quote the passage as genuine is not to 
be wondered at; but it may be new to some of your 
readers to hear that the words of Ambrose ( not Cyp- 
rian, as "C. J. M." supposes) more probably were 
" Non habent Petri hssreditatem qui Petri fidem non ha- 

bent " i. «., "They have not the succession of Peter who 

want the faith of Peter." We find this reading in the Basil 
(Apud Frob.) edition of Ambrose's works, an. 1527, 
" De poenit." c. 6., torn i , p 156. Gratian it was, 1 be- 
lieve, who first introduced the alteration of fidem into 
sedem, so that he gives as the correct reading : "Non 
habent Petri hsereditatem qui Petri sedem non habent." 
(Grat. Poenit. Dist. I. c, Potest fieri, cap. lit., p. 1687, 
torn, i., edit , Lug. 1671. In the Paris edition, 169", of 
Ambrose's works, torn, ii., p. 399, the word sedem is 
adopted, but with the following note : — " Omnesedit. ac 
MSS. nonnnlli, qui Petri Mem, alii multo plures potior- 
esque, •»< Petri sedem" — (See Lynde's Via Devia, edit. 
1850, p. 295). 

In this perplexity we are left to adopt which reading 
we like. Dr. Geraghty dogmatically adopts that which 
suits his purpose ; but he has no right to do so if he be au 
honest controversialist, without, at the same time, point- 
ing out the fact that the genuineness of the quotation on 
which he so much relies (he cites the passage twice) is 
disputed. Dr. G., it will be observed, not only withholds 
his reference, but even the author's name. 
I am. sir, 

Your obedient servant, 

C. II. CoLLETTK. 

London, Nov., 1858. 
CARDINAL WISEMAN'S SCHOLARSHIP. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LA.TMAN. 

Sir, — In a late number of the Saturday Review I find a 
notice of the new edition of the Encyclopaedia Metropoli- 
tans, in which is included a sketch of modern ecclesias- 
tical history, the following paragraph of which amused 
me very highly, and probably will amuse many of your 
readers too, to whom the facts may be new. It relates 
to a controversy which took place between Dr. Wiseman 
and Dr. Turton. 

" Dr. Wiseman quoted Tittmann's Meletemata. Dr. 
Turton replied that he had searched Tittmann's com. 
mentary, and could find nothing to Justify the assertion 
made. Dr. Wiseman replied that Dr. Turton's schoolboy 
learning (!) was here so far at fault, that lie could not 
refer to the right book. ' I quoted the Meletemata Sacra,' 
says Dr. Wiseman. * I suppose the learned professor was 
unacquainted with the work ; so, like a g.>od contro- 
versialist — certainly not like a good sclolar— he goes to 
another book of Tittmann's, and from this attempts to 
confute me. This is his Commentary on St. John. The 
words from tbe Meletemata Sacra are as clear as those 
from the Commentary,' &c. It is evident from these Words 
that Dr. Wiseman never saw the book be was quoting 
himself ; for the title of that book is Meletemata Sacra 
sive Comment arius Exegetico-critico-dogmaticus, in Evan 
gelium Joannis. Dr. Turton, having an objection to 
long words, quoted it by its more common title of Com- 
mentary." 

I suppose, sir, that the whole history of modern con- 
troversy affords no instance of so really comic a blunder. 
I do notkn >w myself whether it is a proof ofgioss ignor- 
ance to be unacquainted with Tittmann's works. At 
any rate, Dr. Wiseman, supposing this to be the case of 
his opponent, pronounces in acquaintance with Titt- 
mann to be absolutely necessary to a good scholar, and 
taunts Turton with his schoolboy learning, because he 
was not sufficiently acquainted with this German writer. 
Imagine the coolness of this proceeding in reference to 
a work of which he himself knew nothing more than half 
the title ; for he evidently did not knov* that the Mele- 
temata Sacra was a Commentary on St. John. Just read 
how he pronounces his own condemnation when he 
describes the conduct as that " of a good controversialist, 

: but certainly not of a g>ud scholar." After such an ex. 

I hibition of combined ignorance and literary dishone-ty, 
I am amazed that any scholar has ever since conde 

: scended to take notice of anything that has proceeded 
from the pen of Cardinal Wiseman. 

' Yours, X. Y. Z. 



FASTING VERSUS ABSTINENCE. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Oh 1 Mr. Editor, how could you make out such a quare 
story about the fasting. 

Sure that Friday that his Eminence the Cardinal and 
his Grace the Archbishop, and my Lords, the Rt. Rev. 
Fathers, the Bishops, and all the* holy Priests dined at 
Dundalk was no fast day at all, and sorra a notion any 
one of these blessed men had of lasting at all. 
i Isn't it a shame that any man, let alone you, Mr. Edi- 
| tor, should be ignorant of anything about religion that 



the poorest omaudaun may learn by axing his parish 
priest, and, more by token, too, because this is simply a 
matter of priest religion, and no Bible talk at all. Take 
my word for it, there is not a clergy among tbem that 
couldn't tell you fast enough what days is " fast days," 
and what days is only " days of abstinence.'' 

Now, if you'll condiscind to listen to me, that had mjr 
laming from the " age of seven years" till the age of seven 
and twenty, I'll thry and incense you into the real doc- 
trine of the Church about fasting and abstinence, and so 
lighten the difficulties of your understanding. 

It's all very aisy for you, Mr. Editor, and the likes of 
you, to say, Pooh, pooh, fast ill' and abstainin' is all the 
same thing ; but if you'd bought the exparience as I did, 
by abstaining on " the appointed days" from seven years 
old to twenty-one, and then had fasting clapp'd on to the 
back of that, you'd hare earned a clearer idea of the dif- 
ference than is in your possession at the present moment ; 
and you'd maybe get a purtier notion of what " the 
Church is at this present" than you're ever likely to get 
by cracking Dr. Geraghty's blind nuts. 

Now. listen. If there was no differ between fastin' and 
abstainin' a man might eat as much as he could get and 
swally, in one hour, of roast beef and mustard, and 
never break his fast at all ! But, supposing the man 
could get only roast beef and mustard, and that absti- 
nence was " enjoined by the Church'' as well as fasting, 
what then ? Oh, then, the man, like the poor lady id. 
the play, must get only the mustard, let who would eat 
the beef. 

Moreover, you should know that " the Church" makes 
four different kinds of days in the year. 

1. Days about which she says nothing at all, when 
people may eat what they please, and when they please. 

2. Days of abstinence only, when they may eat as much 
as they please, provided it is neither four-footed baste 
nor feathered fowl. 

3. Fasting days, on which they may eat only one " full 
meal" a day. 

4. Days of fast and abstinence, both at once, when they 
may eat only one meal a day, and that not oi flesh or 
fowl. To the best of my belief, the Church has not settled 
what is the nature of eggs and cheese and butter, but I 
know that they are not allowed to be eaten on fast days 
along with mate or fish, and on some days in Lent they're 
not to be eaten at all. The regulations lor Lent is left en- 
tirely to the Bishops, to be made out according to their 
own discrition; every one of them is master to order 
what colour of Lent he likes, and I bear they're not aa 
black as they was when I had to say to them. 

Now, Mr. Editor, don't be looking as if you thought 
this was unthrue or uncharitable. Sbure.theyoung mistress 
tould me herself that the schoolmistress she lived wid in 
Paris bought a dispensation for herself and everybody in 
the house to ate buicher's meat (I disremember about the 
poultry) four days in the week insted of three, and 
didn't she and her two purty Euglish cousins refuse to 
profit by the lave, till they got word from England that 
the Archbishop of Paris had the moral 0' a right to make 
what riggu'ations he liked in bis own town. And more 
nor this, didn't my own grandmother, like a raal old 
Catholic as she was, light hard both Dr. and Priest, when 
they ordered her to eat meat on Fridays and Saturdays to 
stringthen her, and didn't she think herself the most 
onlortnit sinner on airth because she was forbid to keep 
" the commandments of the Church." 

Now, Mr. Eoitor, I'm telling you nothing but what hap- 
pened in my own family, and maybe I couldn't tell you as 
quare things about other houses, all along of that same 
lasting ; but if I did. maybe I'd be putting that great de- 
tinder of the faith, Dr. Geraghty, out of sorts, and you, 
and your readers, might lose some of his veracious ilo- 
cution. 

Now, sir, you can't but confess what wonderful power 
there is in them holy men, the "priests of the Church." 
Only to think that what they tell you one day is a raortial 
sin, that would send a sowl to hell, is, on another, by a 
mere twisht of their will, turned into a vartue that would 
help a sowl to glory. 

I hope, Mr. Editor, you are by this time convinced that 
a day of abstinence may not, of necessity, be a fast day; 
and that the never-to-be-forgotten day of the Dundalk 
dinner was only a day of abstinence. Whether or not 
they kept the abstinence depmds, I suppose, on Mr. 
Poison. I have my doubts whether, if he did give them 
something better nor fish-flesh and vegetables it wouldn't 
be the first time a mistake had happened on such a solemn 
occasion. 

I am free to confess that the commands of the Church 
is a quare medly, with quare distinctions in it ; and, to my 
mind, the upshot of it all is to make men, aye, and women 
too, young and old, set an unfair value on what they ate, 
and put them up, too, to trying how they can most cheat 
the commandment than what they would do if they heerd 
talk of none but God's commandments in the matter. 
I am, Mr, Editor, 

Yours, &c., &c., 

A. H. 

[We are much indebted to our lively friend for correct" 
ing our notions on fasting and abstinence. We should, 
until enlightened, as soon have thought of calling a Minis- 
terial white-bait dinner "abstinence" as the recent cele- 
brated banquet at Dundalk. J 



